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ITC International - Distribution and Control 
Division 

Protest by subcontractor of agency decision 
that drawings submitted by subcontractor 
under prime contract are unacceptable will 
not be considered under GAO Bid Protest Pro- 
cedures. The question whether a subcon- 
tractor meets solicitation requirements is a 
matter of contract administration between the 
government and the prime contractor which GAO 
will not consider. 

ITC International - Distribution and Control Division 
(ITC) protests the possible rejection of drawings i t  sub- 
mitted to the Corps of Engineers as a subcontractor under 
Contract No. DACA09-84-C-0070. We dismiss the protest. 

ITC is the subcontractor for the provision of 
electrical distribution equipment for Vand'enberg Air Force 
Base. However, the protester states that i t  has been 
informally advised that its drawing submittal will be 
rejected by the Corps' Sacramento, California, District. 
ITC objects to the Corps' decision on the basis that the 
specifications for the equipment were "discriminatory" to 
small businesses. The protester also states that the 
threat of a rejection has caused the prime contractor to 
express concern that i t  will have to cancel the contract 
with ITC and pay higher prices to a large manufacturer. 

Under our Bid Protest Procedures, 4 C.F.R. Part 21 
( 1 9 8 4 ) ,  our Office considers complaints concerning the 
award of government contracts; we also consider protests 
concernina the award of subcontracts in limited circum- 
stances. -Optimum Systems, Inc., 54 Comp. Gen. 767 (19751, 
75-1 CPD 166. However, ITC's complaint is not directed 
to the award of a subcontract. Rather, i t  concerns the 
decision of the Corps as to whether ITC's drawings are 
acceptable or unacceptable. The question whether a subcon- 
tractor meets solicitation requirements is a matter of 
contract administration, which must be resolved by the 
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government and the prime contractor. 
under our Bid Protest Procedures. Le P r i x  Electrical 
Distributors, Ltd.--Reconsideration, 8-213050 -2, Oct. 25, 
1983, 83-2 CPD W 500.  

It is not cognizable 

Accordingly, the protest will not be considered on the 
merits. 

Harry "L-a. Van Cleve 
Acting General Counsel 
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